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Attachment 2.1 – Adopted Plan and Proof of Formal Adoption 

Madera County, Madera Irrigation District and Root Creek Water District all passed 

resolutions formally adopting the Madera IRWMP. These resolutions are included in 

Attachment 2.1, page 7. Note that one of the Project Proponent – the US Forest 

Service, Sierra National Forest, has not yet adopted the IRWMP.  Per the requirements 

stated in the PSP (page 6)  “Proponents of projects that were added post adoption per 

the PSP allowances for IRWM plans meeting complying with condition (2) will not be 

required to adopt the Plan prior to the submittal of  the Implementation Grant 

Application, but will be required to adopt the Plan once it has been updated.”  The US 

Forest Service has stated its intent to adopt the Madera IRWMP once it has been 

updated (see Attachment 2.1, page 15). A Memorandum of Understanding, detailing the 

project proponent’s support of the Madera Region Integrated Regional Water 

Management Plan, has been included (see Attachment 2.1, page 19). 

 

The Madera Regional Water Management Group formally updated the adopted the 

IRWM Plan on November 8, 2010 & December 13, 2010 via meeting minutes (See 

Attachment 2.1, page 39). 
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Attachment 2.1, IRWM Plan Adoption Documents 
 

Madera County Adoption Resolution 2009-351 

Madera Irrigation District Resolution 2010-02 

Root Creek Water District Resolution 2010-04 
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ROOT CREEK WATER DISTRICT
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-04

WHEREAS, the State of California adopted legislation to promote regional

management of water resources known as the integrated Regional Water Management Planning

Act of 2002; and

'N'Hl::':RE/\S,in response to state legislation. the Madera County Board of

Supervisors adopted an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan ("IR\VMP") for the greater

Madera County area. Administration of the IRWMP shall be accomplished through

establishment ofa Regional Water Management Group ("RWMG");

WHEREAS, participants in the R \V1V1G will enter into a Memorandum of

Understanding ("MOU") for govemance of the RWMG, including updating, amending and

implementing the IRW1'V1P;

WHEREAS, the MOU specifically provides that the participants will review

projects proposed to further the objectives of the IR\V1v1P;

WHEREAS; an executive summary of the MOO for the JRWMP for the greater

Madera County area was provided to the Root Creek Water District (the "District") Board of

Directors on or about January 10, 2010;

WHEREAS, upon execution of the MOU by the District, the District will be

required to participate in the meetings of the RWMG;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:

1. The District adopts the IRWMP.

2. The Memorandum of Understanding for the Regional Water Management
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Group in the Madera Region is hereby approved and ratified.

3. District President Philip Pierre is hereby authorized to execute the

Memorandum of Understanding for the Regional Water Management Group in the Madera

Region.

ADOPTED this 21st day of July, 2010.

Philip Pierre
L.Dave Cobb
Jeffrey D. Coulthard
Rodger B. Jensen
Timothy Jones
Laura Whitaker

Certificate of Secretary

The undersigned hereby certifies that she is the Secretary of the Root Creek Water District and
that the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the Board of Directors at a meeting thereof, duly and
regularly held on July 21,2010.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand this 21 st day of July, 20 IO.

" ; ["il"1 I /) /\;/ ., "..
~; frFi j ifJ{/' I I I ti A ,fl.' "_; V'-.-
-··j-::-::'i-- ~- {- _ .. \ '- ~ • - ~ ....~""'=----
Deborah Messer, Secretary/

2
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Attachment 2.1, Memorandum of Understanding 
 

Madera Region IRWM between proponents, dated January 26, 2010 
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Attachment 2.1, Madera RWMG Meeting Minutes 
 

Meeting Minutes 11/08/2010 

Meeting Minutes 12/13/2010 

 

(Minutes include acceptance of updates to adopted Madera Region IRWMP) 
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10 11 08 Minutes rvsd RWMG 

 
Regional Water Management Group 

Monday, November 8, 2010 1:30 to 3:30 pm 
Location: Chowchilla Library Community Room 

Meeting Agenda 
 

 

In Attendance: 
Frank Abley – US Forest Service 
Cindy Black – City of Chowchilla 
Elissa Brown – Grant Writer 
Chris Campbell – Root Creek Water District 
Jack Fry – Chowchilla Red Top Resource Conservation District 
Jeannie Habben – Central Sierra Watershed Committee 
Glenn Eastes – Madera County 
Carl Janzen – Madera Irrigation District 
Norman Kuhr – Chowchilla Red top RCD 
Michael Neveu – YSPUC 
Phil Pierre – Root Creek Water District 
Don Roberts – Gravelly Ford Water District 
Igal Treibatch – S.E.M.C.U. 
Dick Tzou – Madera Irrigation District 
Dough Welch – Chowchilla Water District 
 
Quorum was met; meeting was called to order by Michael N. at 1:34 PM. 

 

1. Review Agenda 
No agenda change 

 
2. Public Comment (hold to three minutes each speaker) 

Comment by Central Sierra Watershed, this Saturday 11/13 from 2pm to 5pm, a party in honor 
of Larry Ballew in Oakhurst. 

 
 

Old Business/Housekeeping: 
3. Approve minutes from 8-30-10 and 9-21-2010 meeting  

Approve meeting minutes from 8/30/2010 with changes as submitted, unanimous. 
Board voted to pass the August meeting minutes; this was passed unanimously, approved 
8/30/2010 meeting minutes as submitted. 
 
Review of meeting minutes from 9-21-2010 meeting: discussion.  DWR Fresno Rep felt her 
comments were not to be labeled as a criticism but rather as suggestions.  Others agreed. Jeannie 
H will re-write the section in regards to this discussion and submit as a change.  Economic 
development projects need governance.  Group agreed to include September 21 edited document 
for final approval at December meeting. 

 
4. Review Department Forestry document inclusion to existing IRWMP, Fuel 

Reduction Recommendation (tabled from October’s meeting) 
See attached documentation for the recommended amendments to the Madera Integrated 
Regional Water Management Plan 

 
Doug W made the motion to approve the proposed amendment to the IRWMP Forest Service 
section and Don R second the motion and the Dept of Forestry document for the 
amendments of the IRWMP are approved unanimously by the board.  
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5. For grant preparation: collect monies from members 
Monies collection tabled for December meeting. 

 
6. Review of IRWMP Implementation grant project submissions 

Elissa B facilitated this issue.  Notes from her presentation follow: 
Each region is required to submit multiple projects on one application.  This process will include 
submittal of Project Description for the RWMG to review and vote.  The list will be published 
with a 30 day comment period.  Grant Application is due January 7, 2011.  The first vote is 
preliminary; member can vote “against” inclusion at December meeting.  However, no additions 
to the November group of projects will be entertained.  There could be as many as 3 rounds of 
funds and this submittal is for the first round. 
 5 projects were submitted at the meeting.  Project prioritization will be up to the Grant 
Applicant. The projects include: (1) Ash Slough Arundo Eradication and Sediment Removal 
project; (2) Cottonwood Creek/Berenda Creek Arundo Eradication Project; (3) Root Creek In-
Lieu Groundwater Recharge Project; (4) Sierra National Forest Fuel Reduction Project; (5) 
Madera Ranchos Flood Control and Water Recharge Ponding Basin.  Please refer to the 
submitted project documents for details. 
 Voting for inclusion of all five projects was unanimous. 
A vote was held in approval of all five projects as presented in review, per project 
documentation: (1) Ash Slough Arundo Eradication and Sediment Removal project; (2) 
Cottonwood Creek/Berenda Creek Arundo Eradication Project; (3) Root Creek In-Lieu 
Groundwater Recharge Project; (4) Sierra National Forest Fuel Reduction Project; (5) Madera 
Ranchos Flood Control and Water Recharge Ponding Basin. 
Motions were made stating the above, and after the board voted it was unanimous that all five 
projects be included in the in the Implementation Grant Application.   

 
7. Selection of Grant Applicant 

Group members agreed to form subcommittee to recommend the choice of Grant Applicant for 
the Grant Implementation phase, and come to the December meeting with at least one 
applicant. 

 
New Business: 

8. Choose next location and time for meeting 
The next meeting is to be held on December 13 at the Madera Irrigation District office. 
Adjourn Meeting adjourned at 3:45pm. 
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Recommended amendments to the Madera Integrated Regional Water Management Plan 

Add to Section 7.2.2.2 : 

High severity wildfire can increase the probability and magnitude of flooding, and potentially result in debris flows.  

Wildfire can leave areas of a watershed completely devoid of vegetation and ground cover.  High temperatures can cause 

physical and chemical changes to forest soils that reduce infiltration and make them more susceptible to erosion.  The 

combined affect results in rapid concentration of runoff (flash flooding) that carries elevated amounts of sediment and 

debris, potentially plugging culverts, damaging bridges, and filling reservoirs. 

Degraded mountain meadow and riparian areas also contribute to elevated flooding.  Mountain meadows and floodplains 

provide natural storage of stormwater and aquifer recharge.  Properly functioning meadows store runoff and maintain dry 

season flows by the slow release of water.  Loss of this storage through channel incision reduces the time of concentration 

for flood flows, increasing both flood volume and height.  

 

Add : 

Section 7.3.7 Watershed Protection and Restoration Projects 

The US Forest Service is responsible for managing over 300,000 acres of land in the foothill and mountain regions of 

Madera County.  Both commercial and non-commercial fuel reduction projects are completed annually to reduce the 

intensity and spread of wildfires and to increase forest resiliency to disturbances such as drought, insect and disease attack, 

and wildfire; thereby reducing the probability of deforestation and increased flooding. 

There are an estimated 1,300 meadow and fen systems (approximately 3,180 acres) in the headwaters of Madera County.  

Past land management activities have compromised the hydrologic function of many of these through incision and conifer 

encroachment.  The Sierra National Forest has identified 30 meadows in need of restoration within the Upper Chaquito  

Creek 6
th

-field Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC). These projects are currently being evaluated as part of the Bass Lake Ranger 

District Five Year Meadow Restoration Plan.  There are potentially an additional 130 meadow restoration projects in other 

6
th 

-field HUCs. 

Revise 8.2.3 from:  

“Madera County has a very active and historical program for fire protection, resource management, and environmental 

enhancement. Typical practices of fuel management include thinning of conifers; mastication of small trees, brush, and 

shrubs; prescribed burning and vegetation replacement. Although the main objective of the past and current programs has 

been fire protection, it has been observed that in areas where vegetation management has been conducted, storm runoff 

increases and increased groundwater recharge enhances springs, which tend to run for greater durations. A literature review 

supports the potential to increase water supply through vegetation management.” 

To:  “Madera County has a very active and historical program for fire protection, resource management, and environmental 

enhancement. Typical practices of fuel management include thinning of conifers; mastication of small trees, brush, and 

shrubs; prescribed burning and vegetation replacement. The main objective of these programs are fire protection, but they 

also provide ecological restoration and promote long-term hydrologic function.  Properly functioning mountain ecosystems 

provide long-term resiliency to disturbances, thereby maintaining the quantity and quality of water during a time of 

changing climate and increased wildfire disturbance.   Under certain conditions, vegetation management has resulted in 

short term increases in water yield.  A literature review supports the potential to increase water supply through vegetation 

management.  In evaluating projects for potential increases in water quantity, the possibility of decreased water quality from 

erosion and sedimentation should be considered” 

Section 8.2.3.1 

Change 

“There are several other projects within Madera County; however, water yield increases resulting from management were 

not identified. Some of these projects are as follows:” 

TO: 

“There are several other projects within Madera County that have not identified increased water yields from management.  

These projects are designed to reduce the intensity and spread of wildfire, protect lives and property, and increase forest 

health and resiliency.  Some of these projects are as follows:” 

 

ADD TO 9.2.1.4 

There are potentially 160 meadow restoration projects on Forest Service land within the headwaters of Madera County.  Of 

these, 30 are currently in the planning phase.  It is recommended that the Madera RWMG work with the USFS to identify 

and restore mountain meadows for the protection of water quality, flood attenuation, and increased dry season flows.   

ADD TO 9.2.1.6 (but not under projects designed to increase water supply) 

Pursue opportunities with the USFS for vegetation management projects designed for ecological restoration, wildfire 

protection, and forest resiliency.  Future projects would include fuel treatments, thinning, and noxious weed eradication. 
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Regional Water Management Group: Regular Meeting 
Monday, December 13, 2010 1:30 to 3:30 pm 
Location: Madera Irrigation District Offices 

Meeting Minutes 
 
In Attendance: 
Elissa Brown – Grant Writer 
Dianne Cruce – Stakeholder 
Jack Fry – Chowchilla Red Top Resource Conservation District 
Jeannie Habben – Central Sierra Watershed Committee 
Steve Haze – Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & Development Council 
Carl Janzen – Madera Irrigation District 
Phil Pierre – Root Creek Water District 
Don Roberts – Gravelly Ford Water District 
John Shelton – Department of Fish & Game 
Robyn Smith – Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & Development Council 
Al Solis – Sol Development Association LLC 
Igal Treibatch – S.E.M.C.U. 
Dick Tzou – Madera Irrigation District 
Dough Welch – Chowchilla Water District 
Tom Wheeler – Madera County Board of Supervisors 
On the phone – Frank Abley – US Forest Service 
 
1. Review Agenda 

Carl J opened the meeting. 
 
2. Public Comment (hold to three minutes each speaker) 

It was stated that there was an article in the YELP newspaper, this is the newspaper in 
Yosemite Lakes Parks, that stated that the YSPUC has resigned from the RWMG board 
and as Lead Agency.  Since there is no representation at this meeting to confirm their 
statement and since they have not stated this in writing to the board, the YSPUC is still 
bound to this position until they send a letter of resignation. 

 
For all who are interested there will be a meeting with Linda Halderman, Thursday, 3 – 5 
PM, 906 “N” St., Suite #100, downtown Fresno, “N” St between Kern and Tulare Sts, 
559-497-1900, @ Sol Development Assoc office 

 
 

Old Business/Housekeeping: 
3. Selection of new RWMG Officers 

Carl j stated that there is no procedure mentioned in the Bylaws on how to change the 
chair and the lead agency. It is stated that officers can be voted in at anytime. Since the 
actual change of lead agency is not agenized, the choosing of a new lead agency will be 
addressed at the next meeting.  A letter needs to be sent to YSPUC requesting their official 
resignation from both the board and as lead agency.  
 
Jack F made a motion that Carl J become interim-chair this board until a Lead Agency is 
chosen. This was second by Tom W. All voted and the motion passed. Phil P nominated 
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Doug W. for Vice-chair and this was second by Dianne C. All voted and motion was 
passed.  
 
Jack F stated that all note taker/secretary and administrative duties will be handled by 
Chowchilla Red Top RCD and thus by Jeannie H.  She is asked to take this position under 
Chowchilla Red Top RCD for a total of six months under their direction. 
 

4. Approval of minutes from 10-11-2010 and 11-8-2010 meeting  
It was first stated that all past minutes and sign-in sheets need to be collected from YSPUC 
so that all of the minutes can be corrected and the attendees added to each.  

 
The board reviewed the minutes from September, October, and November.  Jeannie H will 
reformat and make final corrections to each of these months along with adding the 
attendees of each meeting.  When completed, these will go out to the board as complete. 

 
September was reviewed and stated that it was complete with the exception of the rewriting 
of one paragraph.  This paragraph had been rewritten and submitted to the parties 
concerned and was stated to be approved last month with the change. 

 
There was discussion to show the name of this organization as the Madera Regional Water 
Management Group because it appears inconsistently in each of the minutes.  Also in 
Agenda Item #4in the November 8 minutes, it was discussed and stated clear for the record 
that the minutes should reflect that Doug W made the motion to approve the proposed 
amendment  to the IRWMP Forest Service section (at the November meeting and it was not 
recorded correctly) and Don R had second the motion and the Dept of Forestry document 
for the amendments of the IRWMP had been approved unanimously by the board.  
 
October 11 and November 8 minutes were reviewed and after discussions of corrections for 
the minutes presented along with the addition of attendees to each of the month; Tom W 
moved to approve the minutes as corrected Phil P second the motion the motion was 
accepted and the minutes were approved. 

 
5. IRWMP Application Grant Results - Invoice for grant preparation: collect monies from 

members 
 
The results for the funding of the DWR Planning Grants were released on December 8. 
The Madera Region did not receive the funding for the Planning Grant.  Also the 
Mariposa area and Southern Sierra IRWM did not receive their funding. It has been 
recommended that we write a letter to DWR to appeal their decision to not fund our 
Region.  Also, on Wednesday, 12/15 is a public meeting in Sacramento for Planning 
Grant public comments. Public comments are due to DWR by December 23. 
 
Discussion ensued in regards to what comments should be included in the appeal to 
DWR.  It was stated that there were a couple of issues to look at: several of the regional 
groups in this area were slighted and probably misunderstood.  The direction that 
SSIRWMP and MRIRWMP are going is important; neither group has any funding to 
proceed.  These groups need to get together with the IRWMP because without planning 
money the process will not happen.  DWR needs to understand that this is an important 
area to fund and assist. We do not have Disadvantaged Communities (DAC) we are an 
entire Disadvantaged Region. 
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After writing and submitting the appeal we have to realize that this group doesn’t have 
any problem staying together before the next application – we need to ask DWR to get 
actively involved with the process for the next round. We have a plan and now we just 
need to update the plan so that we can continue to fulfill our obligations to receive the 
Implementation funding.  We can approach DWR and ask for technical assistance in 
writing the next application, possibly from their discretionary/technical assistance funds.  
Because if the RWMG does not choose to get serious about funding a professional firm 
to assist with their grant writing and project planning they may not be able to receive 
funding from the state. 
 
At the September meeting of the RWMG, it was agreed upon that the RWMG signatories 
of the board would share the cost of the Assistant Grant Writer for the Planning Grant 
since they did not pay the Grant Writer.  Each of the signatories is receiving an invoice to 
pay Elissa Brown as the Assistant Grant Writer on this project. Each member needs to 
pay their individual invoice directly to Elissa.  Invoices were distributed to members who 
were present and e-mailed to those not present.. 
 

6. Final discussion and selection of IRWMP Implementation grant projects 
During the November meeting there was a vote to progress with the 5 projects presented 
and get the information out for public comment.  The projects were published in the Sierra 
Star by YSPUC a couple of weeks ago and no comments have been received. Since that 
time the county has withdrawn the Madera Ranchos Ponding Basin project. There are now 
four projects to be approved to move on to the application process:  Ash Slough Arundo 
Eradication and Sand Removal by Madera County; Cottonwood Creek, Dry Creek, and 
Berenda Creek Arundo Eradication and Sediment Removal by Madera Irrigation District; 
In-Lieu Recharge Project by Root Creek Water District; Fuel Reduction for Forest Health 
and Fire Safety, Sierra National Forest.   Doug W moved to accept the 4 projects as 
presented; Don R second the motion; all voted and the item passed unanimously. 
 

7. Final determination on recommended Amendment to Madera IRWMP 
This was determined to be correct in the past minutes so this item could be removed.  To 
restate from earlier in meeting: the minutes should reflect that Doug W made the motion to 
approve the proposed amendment to the IRWMP Forest Service section (at the November 
meeting and it was not recorded correctly) and Don R had second the motion and the Dept 
of Forestry document for the amendments of the IRWMP had been approved unanimously 
by the board.  

 
8. Discussion and vote on IRWM requirement  ‘legal agreement among partner agencies 

and/or organizations that ensures performance of the Proposal and tracking of funds’ 
 
There are two MOUs that need to be signed by the partner agencies or organizations that 
ensure the performance of the proponents.  The project proponents will bring the MOUs 
back to their organizations to review at a later date. In the meantime, a motion was made to 
cover the requirement: 
 
Tom w made the motion (stated below) and Doug W second the motion – voted on by the 
board and approved unanimously. 
This is the recommendation that Root Creek Water District is the applicant for the 
implementation grant and that they take on the responsibility to assure the performance of 
any grant, the administration of the grant, the tracking of funds, the understanding that the 
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cost will be included in the application for grant funds and not a separate cost to the RWMG. 
The RWMG is not responsible for grant administration or grant writing fee. 
 
Root Creek voted Nov. 17 at their board meeting that they would authorize to be the 
applicant for the grant. This is with the understanding that the sharing of cost for the grant 
writing is between the proponents; there will be a MOU for grant administration between the 
members of the MRWMG as part of the IRWM implementation grant which then makes Root 
Creek would be the lead agency for the Implementation Grant. (Applicant)   
 

9. Discussion and vote on IRWM Requirement ‘Consent to Update Plan’ 
The RWMG needs to sign a consent form stating that the RWMG understands that it must 
enter into a binding agreement with DWR to update, within two years of the execution date 
of the agreement, the IRWM Plan to meet the IRWM Plan standards contained in the 
Guidelines and to undertake all reasonable and feasible efforts to take into account water-
related needs of disadvantaged communities in the area within the IRWM region 
 
Tom W made the motion to sign the consent form and Doug W second the motion – 
motion voted on and carried to agree to sign the consent form. 
 
 

New Business: 
10.  Choose next location and time for meeting 

Wednesday, January 5, 2011 at 1:30pm 
Find location in foothills.  TBA 
 
Adjourn 

 
 
Agenda items 
Lead agency 
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